
United States Patent and Trademark Office 




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 

WWW.USftiD.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



CONFIRMATION NO. 



10/707,262 



12/02/2003 



Noah E. Robinson 



1261 



7590 

Noah E. Robinson 
2251 Dick George Rd 
Cave Junction, OR 97523 



02/24/2006 



EXAMINER 



DESAI, ANAND U 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



1653 



DATE MAILED: 02/24/2006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 



APPLICATION HOJ 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR / 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONTROL NO. 




PATENT IN REEXAMINATION 





EXAMINER 




ART UNIT 



20060214 



DATE MAILED: 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
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Commissioner for Patents 

The reply filed on October 28, 2005 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of the following omission(s) or 
matter(s): The Amendment filed November 25, 2005 is non-responsive because the reply does not distinctly and specifically point out 
the supposed errors in the examiner's action. See 37 CFR 1.111. Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant 
is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply 
the omission or correction in order to avoid abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

Applicant is referred to 37 CFR §1.111 Reply by applicant or patent owner to a non-final Office action. 



(b) In order to be entitled to reconsideration or further examination, the applicant or patent owner must reply to the Office action. 
The reply by the applicant or patent owner must be reduced to a writing which distinctly and specifically points out the supposed 
errors in the examiner's action and must reply to every ground of objection and rejection in the prior Office action. The reply must 
. present arguments pointing out the specific distinctions believed to render the claims, including any newly presented claims, 
patentable over any applied references. If the reply is with respect to an application, a request may be made that objections or 
requirements as to form not necessary to further consideration of the claims be held in abeyance until allowable subject matter is 
indicated. The applicant's or patent owner's reply must appear throughout to be a bona fide attempt to advance the application or the 
reexamination proceeding to final action. A general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically 
pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the references does not comply with the requirements 
of this section. For example, when responding to the examiner's rejection of the Office action mailed 8/1 1/2004, describe why the 
Wright reference does not describe the method being claimed. Discuss what aspects are novel or non-obvious \^Ken\comparing the 
claim with the prior art Wright reference. 
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